Describing the numerous talks is more than can be done in a concise review, but much of the character of the meeting can be conveyed by listing the topics of several of the speakers. Mia Three of the presentations were retrospective-that is, they explored quantitative studies conducted before the recent advances in computers. These presentations highlighted research design, reliance on strong community connection, and the remarkable success and legacy of certain of the projects. Matt Hiebert of the German Historical Institute described the "Mass Observation
Project" in London, 1937 London, -1965 This two-day meeting was clearly a conference rather than a project workshop-as it ranged across topics, the discussion turned to posing steadily more general issues, rather than narrowing to specific decisions and plans. The conference addresses social history and the documentation of communities previously neglected in historical documentation and publication: African American, indigenous, and more broadly underprivileged rural and urban populations. For this reason, there is a significant overlap between "digital humanities" and research that might be classified as "digital social sciences." There was a brief and inconclusive discussion on the links and distances relating humanities and social sciences in digital research-perhaps this is an issue for future attention. Further, while the conference conveyed a sense of digital historical advance across a broad front, it was also clear that "niche projects" have a particular advantage. Thus, "Transcribe work. How to label these volunteers is not entirely resolved. Since the term "Citizen Science"
arose in the natural sciences, one question was whether to maintain that term or modify it for digital humanities work. Terms such as "citizen history" and "citizen scholar" have been used by some groups. Further discussion noted that the term "citizen" is not unproblematic, in that it is focused on the national level rather on the local or potentially transnational scope of some projects.
Two types of summary brought the meeting to an end. One was spontaneous, as Ursula
Lehmkuhl of the University of Trier identified clusters of issues that she observed in the discussion.
To begin with she identified two clusters that played off against each other: 1) a cluster of knowledge, including production, archives, power, gatekeeping; and 2) a cluster of infrastructure, including data, quality, scale, and fusion. After further discussion she offered 3) a cluster of access to information, including research process, epistemology, institutional restrictions, who produces, and the interactions of academics and public. She concluded with 4) a cluster of ethics, including responsibility, authority, capacity-building, inclusive media, epistemic change, and the question of how scholars can give back. These heuristic clusters confirmed the range of issues under discussion and their interplay with each other.
In the formal summary, conference director Simone Lässig observed that the conference, in articulating perspectives of scholars in four national groupings, also assembled digital humanities scholars from many subfields and suggested new approaches simply by exchanging current initiatives. She appreciated the honesty of the discussion, as in references to the failure of some projects. Dr. Lässig noted differences in Anglo-American and German academic culture: she was impressed to see the openness of American teachers in involving students; the she noted that North
American DH was intertwined with public history and democratization, while in Germany it was critical editions that got the work going. The National Endowment for the Humanities funds educational projects in the US, while funding agencies are more skeptical in Germany. She concluded with thanks to the conference staff and to participants and suggested that the digital humanities conference for 2018 might focus on networks in history, though there are other attractive topics.
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